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DECISION OF THE UNITED STATES
WASHINGTON, D.C, 205 48
FILE: B~196516 DATE: November 2, 1979

MATTER OF: Integrity Services

DIGEST:

Altﬁéhgh protester (incumbent contractor)

is not solicited, resolicitation is not
required where, as here, a significant effort
is made to obtain competition, bhid prices

are reasonable, and there is no deliberate
attempt to exclude protester from comgeti-
tion.

Ig?gbﬁlﬁﬁ?Servﬁces (Integrlty) protesrstthe award
of any; contract for: janltorlal serv1ces at the Hiram M.
Chittenden: Locks, Lake WashlngtOn under invitation for
bids (IFB) DACW67-79- B-0054, issued ‘by the Corps of
Engineers “(Corps). Integrlty, the incumbent contrac-
tor, ob]ectb to thls”brocurement because it allegedly
did not receive a copy of the IFB and therefore did
not have an Opportuni ty to submit a bid. Integrity
requests that the Corps cancel the solicitation and
resolicit the procurement. Integrity also suggests
that the Government should mail solicitations by |
registered or certified mail. ;

It has con515tently been our posxtlon that unlesa
there is evidence of a cénsciousfor deliberate effort
tqﬁgxclude a bidder EromﬁpartLCLpatlng in che‘Eompe-
tition, we will not; .require a procurlngﬂaqencyfto
résolicit bids if the agency makes a 51gn1f1cant
effort to obtain compeﬁltlon and will award Az ‘con-—
tract 'at a reasonable price. Horth AlaFdma REDOFt-
ing Service, B-193979, April 11, 1979, 79-1 CPD 255.
This rule applies even if the incumbent contractor
does not receive a copy of the IFB. #ichita Bever-
age, Inc., d4/b/a Pepsi-Cola and Seven-Up Bottling
Company, B-191205, July 6, 1978, 78-1 CPD ll.
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. We understand that 50 firms were sollcited, seven
bids weré}recelved, and a bid was sent to Integrity
at its -last known address in Alaska which was not
returned by the Postal Service. We further understand
that”the Government estimate for this procurement was
$20,000; the three lowest bids were $15,434, $17,718
and $19,629.39, Thus, it appears the agency made a
sxgnlflcant effort to obtain competition and we have
A0 reason to question the rgasonablengss of the bid
prices receivied. Since there is no evidence that

the Corps dellberatnly excluded Integrity from the
competition, there is no basis for this Office to
preclude the Corps from awarding the contract on the
original solicitation. Moreover, we point out that
the Defense Acquisition Regulation does not require
that solicitations be sent by certified or registered
mail.

The protest is summarily denied. 1In light of our
disposition of this matter, we believe that no useful
purpose would be served by holding a conference as
requested by the protester.
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